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'Hi 11 the Ministry of 'External Affairs please 
ref ef to ,t]le enclosed cony of starred qubstibn t). No, 4656 
nronos-ed <to h e asked ifl the Lok Sabha by Shri Bagri on 
the subject, noted above? ffhp subject .latter of the question 
is'bhe‘cortcern of the ' Ministry of External Affairs who had 
an enquiry conducted into the death of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bosq. Tn view qf the findings of thq majority of that 
eommitte'e to effect that itfetaji Bose died as a result 
of an air-crash on the 16th August, 1945, it is for the 
Ministry- of External Affairs to consider whether a fresh 
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enquiry Info t^he ''alleged ‘existence of '‘Netaji Bose is s 

at all necessary. In this conn ction attention is Invited 
to their u.o. note No. C/55.1 (25) /64-IP, dated the llth 
January, 1965. M^lsfry. of External, if fairs may therefore 
kindly deal with the propose^ question (whichf is addressed to 
this Mini stry) and intimate the Lok Sabha Secretariat of 
their acceptance under intimation to this Ministry. Cn 
the 29th March, 3965, the Prime Minister ala?' answered in the 


, "Lok Sabha starred question No. 623 on this subject. 
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MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AF.'AIRS 
CHINA DIVISION 


Nd. C/125/ 4/6 5/JP -Part 
D^ 1 iac6-G/ 65 i.v.L M 


Hie main file -bn the p&bj eqjt Is already 
under sutmission to USCI who may kindly see for 
urgent consideration of the matter since the Lok 
Satha Secretariat have urged that our views in 
y regard td the admissibility or otherwise of the 
parliament Question be conveyed to them by 13.8.65* 
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11.8*65. Cv* ^ 
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Clauses xli and xv of para 41 of the ’Rules of 
Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha* seem 
to cover this* 


According to these clauses* the right to ask a 
question mat* is governed, inter alia, by the conditions 
that ‘it shall not repeat In substnace questions already 
answered or to which an answer has been refused 1 and 
that ’It shall not ask for Information set forth In 
accessible documents or In ordinary works of reference*’ 
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Starred O.No. 4656 

"Notice was received on the 30,6.65 




Ministry to which the day has been allotted HOME AFF- 
AIRS. 



* 

i 


1 




The question will be put down for the 

sitting on the 22.9.65 


* SHRI BAORI: 


Hill tbe Minister of Home Affairs be 
pleased to state: 

■ \^T 

(a) whether it is a feet that Netaji Subhas 

Chandra Bose Is alive and is a prisoner In 

' Akotics 1 jail. Siberia ^n Russia; 

* 

(b) whether t^e Government porpose to hold 
and enquiry in the matter; -and 

(c) if so, by when? 
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No. C/1 25 A/65- JP 


MOST IMMEDIATE 
PARLIAMENT QUESTION 


Government of India 


Ministry of External Affairs 
(China Division) 


Dated: August 6 f 1965* 

Alleged existence of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose in 'Akotlcs* Jail In 31berla - 
Lok Sabha Starred Question D.No. 4656* 


The undersigned Is directed to refer to 


the Ministry of Rome Affairs U.O.Ro.22/3l/65-Poll.II, 


dated July 17* 1965* on the aboveaen tinned subject and 


to say that this Ministry accept the transfer of the 
Lok Sabha Starred Question U.No. 4656 regarding 


Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, due for answer on 22-9-1965 


(B.P. AGAR T7 AX) 
UNDER SECRETARY 


Ministry of Home Affairs (Poll. II Section) 


Copy forwarded for information to the 
Lok Sabha Sectt* , New Delhi* 



■ see 


Copy 


STARRED QUESTION NO. 


62? 


LOK SABHA 

STARRED QUESTION HO. 6 23 
TO BE ANSWERED ON THE 29TH MARCH, 1965. 

NETA-TI STTBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 


QUESTI ON 
*No . 623 


SHRI RAMESHWAR TANTIA: 

SHRI HTJKAM CHAND KACHHAVAIYA: 

SHRI ONKAR LAL BERWA : 

SHRI S.M. BANERJEE: 

SHRI YASHPAL SINGH: 

SHRI P.R . CHAKRA VERTI: 

SHRI K.N.TIWARY: 

SHRI HA RI VISHNU KAMATH: 

SHRI P.L. BARUPAL: 

SHRI SUEYA PRASAD; 

SHRI VISHWA NATH PANDEY:"" 

SHRI SARJOO FANDEY: 

SHRI BIBHUTI MISHRA: Will the Prime Minister 

be pleased to state: 

(a ) whether it is a fact that he told the Pressmen 
during his visit to Varanasi on the 27th December, 1964, 
that Government would contact the West Bengal Government to 
investigate that Netaji was alive and that the Shoulmari 
Ashram Sanyasi was Netaji; and 


(b) if so, the action taken or proposed to be taken in 
this regard? 


ANSWER 

THE PRIME MINISTER OF INDIA 

( S HRI LAL BAHADUR SHA STRlT 

(a) In the course of his informal talk with pressmen at 
Varanasi on the 27th December, 1964, the Prime Minister said 
that the Sanyasi of the Shoulmari Ashram had himself 4 declared 
several times that he has not Netaji Subhas Chandra fiose. 

The Prime Minister added that he would, however, again 
contact the Chief Minister of West Bangal in the matter. 

(b) The Government of West Bengal have made enquiries in 
the matter and have found that the Sanyasi of the Shaulmari 
Ashram is not Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
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Uncorrected- Not for Publication. 

Q 623 

Shri S.M. Banerjee: May I know whether the attention of the 
Prime Minister has been drawn to a documentary film No. 

8168 on Nehru ji's Pay, where it is clearly shown that a person 
resembling Netaji cent per cent was present? 

Shri Kapur Singh: 80 per cent. 

Shri S .M. Banerjee : If so, may I know what steps have been 
taken by the Government to see who was that gentleman? I 
have got the photograph and if you permit me, I will lay 
it on the Table, 

The Prime Minister (Shri Lai Bahadur Shastri): I have not 
seen the photograph. If I see it, then alone I shall be 
able to say. 

Shri S .M. Banerjee : May I know whether it is a fact that 
there are many organisations who on behalf of this Sadhu 
of the Shaulmari Ashram have requested the Government to 
declare boldly that if Netaji comes to India, he will not 
be regarded as anybody else but an honourable representative 
of this country; (I nteruptions )- and though he may be 
regarded as a war criminal by other countries, India will 
defent him in this country? 

Shri Lai Bahadur Shastri: I am sorry I did not quite follow 
all that Mr Banerjee said. 

Mr. Speaker: he want to know if India would always welcome 
Netaji if he appears, as an honourable citizen and patriot 
of this country? 

Shri S.M. Banerjee: There is a fear in the minds of smy 
many people, who still b elieve that Netaji is alive, that 
he is regarded as a war criminal by the Britishers. They 
want a clear declaration from the Government regarding this. 

Shri Lai Bahadur Shastri: He is talking of the past history, 
when the British Government was here . There can be absolutely 
no doubt- in regard to all those who belonged to the INA , 
in fact, we have tried to do whatever is possible for them 
here.ta We have respected them and we have also tried to help 
them and rehabilitate them. So far as Netaji Subash Chandra 
Bose is concerned, of course, there is absolutely no doubt in 
the mind of anyone in this country that he would be welcome 
here as of our greatest heroes . 

Shri P.B. Chakraverti : May I know whether it is a fact 
that this Sanyas i of Shaulmari Ashram has reiterated 
again and again that he has nothing to do with Netaji 
Subhash Chandra Bose a^d has threatened to go to the 
court, saying he will' even spare Prime Minister it 
it is again suggested that he is Netaji? 

Shri Lai Bahadur Shastri : This is absolutely correct that he 

has completely denied it, and I am very sorry this matter 
is repeated again and again and these questions areput 
in tii is house. 
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Q&A (29-3-65 )/Chaitra 8, 1887 (Sake) 
Uncorrected- Not for publication 

(Q. 623- Contd. ) 


Shri Nath Pai : I am v ery sorry, %*. Speaker, that you 

try to stop furthersu-plementaries by s aying 
that again and again this question comes. up. 
It is twenty years now since Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Eose laid down his life for our 
■ country. This kind of superstition is 

being spread and our people are being 
exploited. What steps are the "''ovemment 
taking to stop the credulity of our people 
being exploited in this manner ( Interrupt- 
ions ). 


Shri Hem Earua : That is why I say there is more political 
reaction. 


( ends ) 


Q 5: A (29-3-65 )/ Chaitra 8, 1887 (Saka) 
Uncorreeted - Hot for Publication 
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( u. 623- contd . ) 
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Shri Hem Barua: In view of the fact that a legend has 
grown around this Sanyas i in the Shoulmari Ashram and 
some people are positive that he is Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose incognito- there are some neople who say loke that— 
a fact that has been creating a lot of political reaction 
in this country, why is it that the Central Government 
instead of instituting an enquiry into this matter has 
left it entirely to the State Government? 


Mr, Speaker: That has been clarified already ( Int erruptio ns ) 
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6 August, 


1965.. 


Forwarded with the 
compliments of Shri K.L. Gupta 
Under Secretary, Prime Minister's 
Secretari at. 
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Shri B ,p . Agarwal , 

Under Secretary (China), 
Ministry of External Affairs, 
New Delhi , 


LOK SABHA 


STARRED QUESTION UP, 6 23 


STARRED QUESTION MO. 623 

TO BE ANSWERED ON THE 29TH MARCH, 1965* 

P 

HE TAJ I SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 
QUESTION 

*N o . 6 23 SHRI HAM5SHWAR TAHTIA: 

SHRI HUKAM CHAITD KACHHAVkIYA; 

SHRI ONKAR LAI BERWA: 

SHRI 5.M. BANERJEB; 

SHRI YASHPAL SIHGH: 

SHRI P.R. CHAKRAVERTI: 

SHRI K.M. TIWAHY: 

SHRI HaRI VISHHU KAMATH* 

SHRI P.L. 3ARUPAL; 

SH RI SURYA PRASAD: 

SH RI VISHW~ MATH P^NDEY: 

SHRI SnRJOO PANDEY : 

SHRI BIBHUTI MISHRAi Will the Priae Minister 

be pleased to statei 

(a) whether it is a fact that he told the pressmen 
during his visit to Varanasi on the 27th December, 1964, 
that Government would contact the West Bengal Government to 
investigate that Netaji was alive and that the Shoulmari 
Ashram Sanyasi was Netaji; and 

(b) if so, the action taken or proposed to be taken in 
this regard? 


ANSWER 

THE PRIME MINISTER OP INDIA 

(SHRI LAL BAHADUR SHASTRlJ 

(a) In the course of his informal talk with pressmen at 
Varanasi on the 27th December, 1964, the Prime Minister said 
that the Sanyasi of the Shaulnari Ashram had himself 
declared several times that he was not Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose# The Prime Minister added that he would, however, again 
contact the Chief Minister of West Bengal in the matter. 

(b) The Government of West Bengal have made enquiries in 
the matter and have found that the Sanyasi of the Shaulmari 
Ashram is not Neta t ii Subhas Chandra Bose. 
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NOTE FOR SUPPLSMENTARIfcS TO STARRED QUESTION NO. 623 
TO BE ANSWERED IN THE LQK SAB HA ON MARCH 29. 1965 . 


In response to the public demand that all the facts 
relating to the last stages of Netaji *s life should be 
enquired into and made known, an Enquiry Committee was 
appointed by the Government of India in the Ministry of 
External Affairs in April, 1956. The Committee consisted 
of Shri Shah Nawaz, Shri Suresh Chandra Bose, (elder brother 
of Netaji) and Shri S.N. Maltra, Chief / Commissioner, 

which 

Andaman and Nicobar Islands. The report of this Committee / 
was signed by Shri Shah Nawaz and Shri S.N. Kaitra was 
released for publication in September, 1956. The Government 
of India accepted the report. The third member, namely, 

Shri Suresh Chandra Bose neither signed the report nor 
submitted a minute of dissent. After laying a copy of this 
report on the table of the House on 11.9.1956, the late 
Prime Minister made a statement in the Lok Sabha in which 
he said inter alia that Government felt that the evidence 
adduced in the report was practically overwhelming and 
should be accepted. The conclusion reached by the Enquiry 
Committee was that Netaji met his death as a result of an 
air crash at Taihoku air-field in Formosa on August IS, 1945 
and hie ashes are new at Renkojl temple in Tokyo. 

2. Subsequently certain elements, particularly in West 
Bengal and especially some members of Netaji 's family have 
tried to keep alive the controversy by maintaining that 
Netaji is still alive. However, as Pandit ji said in one of 
his letters, apart from the evidence collected by the Enquiry 
Committee, the length of time that has elapsed is itself 
confirmatory of the fact of Netaji* s death. (This subject, 
however, concerns the Ministry of External Affairs and if 
any detailed questions are asked in the supplemental es 
about the Enquiry Committee* s report, the Member concerned 
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can be requested to give notice of a separate question to 

the Minister of External Affairs.) 

A 

3. The controversy about the Sanyasi of Shaulmari Ashram 
being Netaji was stack started in 1962 as a result of certain 
articles published by Shri Uttam Chand Malhotra. Soon after 

I ^ 

llthis, Shri Surendra Mohan Ghosh, M.P. went to Shaulmari 
Ashram and stayed there for two days. During his stay, he 
\ spent 5 hours with the Sadhu. It was his definite view that 
ihe Sadhu is not Netaji. Shri Ramani Ranjan Das, Secretary 
of the Shaulmari Ashram publicly declared in October, 1962 
that the founder of the Shaulmari Ashram who is generally 
known as Swami Saradanandaji was not Subhash Chandra Bose 
nor had he ever had any connection whatsoever with the 
family in which Netaji was born. A Bengali leaflet published 
by the Shaulmari Ashram reiterated that the Swami was born 
of a Brahmin family in East Bengal and was not Netaji. An 
extract from a Top Secret report received from the Director, 
Intelligence Bureau in November, 1963 is reparoduced below:- 

"In his letter, Shri Malhotra has asked the Prime H 
to officially recognise the Shaulmari Sadhu as Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose. This claim is quite false and 
the Shaulmari Sadhu himself does not claim any 
connection with Netaji. Enclosed is a copy of the 
English translation of the Bengali leaflet published 
from the Shaulmari Ashram in which it has been 
categorically stated that Shaulmari Sadhu is not 
Subhash Chandra Bose. This would falsify Shri 
Malhotra 1 s claim. But, unfortunately, there are 
people in India, including some in leading positions 
in public life, who want to exploit Netaji* s name. 

They have been propagating since the last 14 years 
that the Netaji wax would return. A propaganda was 
even started when the Chinese invaded our country 
last year that Netaji was coming with the invading 
army. This group, whose leadership has been taken 
by the All- India Subhas badi Janata, still goes on 
propagating that the Shaulmari Sadhu is none other 
than Netaji, though, as 1 have mentioned above, the 
Sadhu himself is quite annoyed with this propaganda 
and categorically denies that he is Netaji.^, 

4. In August, 1964, 3hri Andya Nath Bose invited P.M's 
attention to some correspondence which he had with Pandit ji 
and reiterated his demand for a Judicial enquiry into the 
matter. P.M. consulted the Chief Minister, West Bengal who 


contd. * * 3 


advised that nothing further could be done. This was made 

clear by P.M. in reply to a Parliament Question in the Lok 

* 

Sabha on November 23, 1964. While replying to some Pressmen 
at Varanasi on 27.12.1964, P.M. reiterated that Government 
had on many occasions made statements in Parliament about the 
Sanyasi of Shaulmari Ashram not being Netaji. P.M. also 
referred to the fact that the Sanyasi had himself said many 
times that he was not Netaji. He had, however, stated that 
he would again contact the Chief Minister of West Bengal 
about the matter. Apparently, P.M 1 s intention was that he 
would request the Chief Minister, West Bengal to reiterate 
the position in view of the propaganda that was still being 
carried on in cert in quarters. This was done by the Chief 
Minister, West Bengal in P.M* a presence at Calcutta on 
January 12, 1965. While replying to certain Press Reporters 
the Chief Minister stated that the State Government had made 
enquiries and found that Netaji was not at Shaulmari Ashram 
and that the reports to this effect were incorrect. This 
position was made clear in reply to a Parliament Question in 
the Rajya Sabha on the 2nd March, 1965. 

5. It is really surprising that in spite of all that has 
happened and all that has been stated, some Members of 
Parliament sho^d persist in regularly pursuing thi3 subject. 


v -\ 


v y 

LOK SABKA SECRETARIAT 
{Question Branch) 


M 3 ST IMMEDIATE 


SUBJECT: Starred Question Dy. No.^6^9 for ^ ^ 
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tsir.ictry of External Affairs is requested kindly to 
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state the facts regarding the ato/Ve question ^scpySBmibassfls^ with 
a view to enable the Speaker to decide the admissibility of the 
question . 

Reply is requested by O* 


for UNDER SECRETARY. 
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MOST IMMBDIATE/PABLIAMENT QUESTION 

MINISTRY OP EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
( China Division ) 



* 

i 



The Lok Sabha Secretariat may kindly refer 
to their U.O. NO.3Q.4656/20.9.65-Q, dated 10th 
August, 1965, regarding the Starred Question 
No. 4656* The facts regarding this question are that 
in response to the public demand that all the facts 
relating to the death of Netajl should be enquired 
into and made known, /an Enquiry Committee was 
appointed by the Government of India in the Ministry 
of External Affairs in April, 1956. The Committee 
consisted of shri Shah Nawaz, Shri Suresh Chandra 
Bose (elder brother of Netajl) and Shri S.N. Maitra, 
Chief Commissioner, Andaman and Nicobar Islands. 

The report of this Committee which was signed by 
Shri Shah Nawaz and Shri S.N. Maitra was released 
for publication in September, 1956. The 
Government of India accepted the report. The third 
member, namely, Shri Suresh Chandra Bose neither 
signed the report nor submitted a minute of dissent. 
After laying a copy of this report on the table 
of the House on 11.9.1956, the late Prime Minister 
made a statement in the Lok Sabha in which he said 
inter alia that Government felt that the 
evidence adduced in the report was practically 
overwhelming and should be accepted. The con- 
clusion reached by the Enquiry Committee was that 
Netajl met his death as a result of an air orash 
at Taihoku air-field in Formosa on August 18, 1945 
and his ashes are now at Renkoji Temple in Tokyo. 





Certain elements, particularly in West 
Bengal and especially some members of the 
Netajl* s family, have been maintaining that 
Netajl is alive. The Government's position haB 
already been made clear in the Parliament on a 
few occasions in answers to questions and 
suppl ementaries . In answer to the Unstarred 

Lok Sabha Question No. 743 on 7th May 1962, the 
late Prime Minister and Minister for External 
Affairs had stated* "The Hetaji Enquiry Committee 
after examining all the evidence, had presented 
a majority report which established that Netaji 
had died in an air-accident. The basic 
conclusions reached by the Committee have never 
been seriously questioned. Government are 
satisfied that there is no justification on the 
basis of available facts for the holding of a 
further enquiry into the question". 


V 


■ JT Again on March 29, 1965 while answering 

suppl ementaries on the Lok Sabha Starred Question 
No. 623, regarding the suspicion of some people 
that the Shalmari Ashram Sanyasi was Netajl, the 
Prime Minister^ stated* "I am very sorry this 
matter is repeated again and again and these 
questions are put in this House" • 


& 


Regarding the specific point whether 
Netajl Subhas Chandra Bose is a prisoner in 
the Akotlcs Jail, Siberia in Russia, it may be 


■s 
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stated that iiie Government have no information 
on this, nor do the Government propose to 
hold an enquiry in the matter* 


While bringing the above facts to the 
notice of the Speaker it may also be mentioned 
that Lok Sabha Starred Question Wo* 4-656 repeats 
the substance of previous Lok Sabha Unstarred Qm. 
Ho. 743 answered on 7*5*62 in so far as the fact 
whether Hetaji Subhas Bose is alive or not 
is concerned. Moreover the information is also 
available in published documents viz . Netaji 
Enquiry Committee Report and Parliamentary 
debates, etc./ The admissibility of this question 
may therefore be considered in terms of 
clauses XII and XV of para 41 of the Rules 
governing the admissibility of the questions in 
Lok Sabha* 

The copy of Question Ho. 4656, received 
by us from the Ministry of Home Affairs mention*s 
the date as 22*9.65, while the Lok Sabha 
Secretariat U*0. number being replied to mentions 
it as 20.9.65. It may please be confirmed that 
this discrepancy is due to an oversight. 




(P.K. GUHA) 
DEPUTY SECRETARY (C) 
12-8-1965 
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- . , , COMFIDEKTIAL 

SorernBtnt vi India, 

Minlitrj of Ksternal Affair* 

Ho jr,VX/4U( U)/«6 Dated the £3rd Augw t, 1035 


Dear Shri Venkata aw ar an, 

Thank you for your loiter Ho.l®6-iS(F)/66 
dated the 13th Augast, 1066 regarding Kajya Snbha 
Quaation on vtertabnts of Metaji Subhaa Chandra Bona. 
I encloao, far your iniornotion, a cop/ of rtplj 
givan in the Hajya Snbha an the 11th An gust, 1066* 
Kith kind regards. 

Your a nlncaraly, 

( Upend era Lai ) 


Shri A.P. Venkata a» an, 
First Secretary, 
Cabas a? of India, 
Uoaeow. 



Copy with a copy of Shri Venkateawaran' a 
latter and reply of Kajya Snbha Quo at ion forwarded, 



\< 


s 


CONFIDENTIAL /MOST IMMEBtATR 

Copy of D.O. letter No. 196-FS(P)/65 dated tile 13th 
August, 1965 from Shrl A.P. Venkatesvaran, First Secretary, 
Embassy of India, Moscow to Shrl Upendara Lai, TJnder Secretary 
(EE), M.E.A., New Delhi. 


Please refer to your letter No.WI/4ll(ii)/65 
dated the 7th August, 1965, forwarding the Rajya Sabha Starred 
Question No. 1573 by Shrl P. C. Mitra regarding the hereabouts of 
Netajl SUbhash Chandra Bose. 


2, As you are aware, many years ago the Government 

of India had appointed a high-powered committee to entire Into 
the circumstances of Netaji's death and It was established that 
Ike died In a plane crash. Government had accepted the 
Committee's report. On this basis we believe that there should 
really be no heed to verify fandfhl stories put out from time 
to time on the subject. 


3. However, in view of hat you have mentioned 

about the question involving the sentiments of the people of 
Bengal, Ambassador had said that we may take this up very 
informally with the Soviet Ftorelgn Office. I accordingly brought 
this storyxocf to the axxtotxBcxzsx attention of the South 
Asia Division inthe Soviet FbreLgn Office, here I had called 
In another connection. The concerned official* had already 
seen this report In the Indian newspapers and appeared 
considerably amused. He stated that ±bt he could only comment 
In a personal capacity. He said that there was no basis 
whatesoever in the story and added that he could not escape 
the feeling that the story was a "mischievous invention". 

4. I hope this should be enough for your purposes. 

With kind regards, 


STARRED QUESTION NO. 51 


RaJYa 5ABKA 

STARRED QUESTION NO. 51 


\ 


TO BE ANSWERED ON THE 17TH AUGUS T 

STATEMENT ON WHEREABOUTS OE 

— ketaji sushas~MsE 

QUESTION 


\ 

t 1965 


*No. 51 SHRI P.C. MITRa: 

SHRT ITT "KAPOOR: 


Will the Minister of Ext ^nal 

/ \ 


Affairs be pleased to state*. 

(a) whether Government’s attention has been drawn 

a statement made by Dr. Satyanarain Sinha, a former Member 
the Lok Sabha, at a public meeting in Calcutta Maidan, in which 
he is reported to have stated that Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 
had been kept in Cell No. 46 in a prison in Siberia; and 

(b) if so, what steps Government have taken in this 
connection? 


ANSWER 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

UHRTTTKrJSH 31NSHT 

(a) Yes, Sir. 

(b) It will be recalled that an official Enquiring 
Committee was appointed in 1956 to investigate the facts 
relating to the reported death rf Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
The Committee after examining all the evidence had presented 
a report which established that Netaji had actually die4--in 
the air accident in 1945. Government are satisfied that 
there is no need to hold further enquiry. 






X 


MOTE FOR SUPP. ^JTAttlES 


(On Rajya Sabha Starred Ques 51 for 17.8.1965) 


Dr. Satyanarain Sinha, a forx. member of the Lok 
Sabha is reported to have ma&e a statement in Calcutta in 
a public meeting that Netaji Sub has Chandr se is at 
present kept in Cell No. 46 of Yakumusk prison Iberia. 
Earlier the Hindustan Standard of Calcutta published 
a series of articles by Dr. Satyanarain Sinha about life \and 


whereabouts of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 




e author , in Miese 



articles, expressed the opinion that the alleged deat/ 

Netaji in a plane crash on 18th August, 1945 is a 
Netaji escaped into Darien in Manchuria in August, 19x 
he was taken prisoner by the Chinese Communist forces in 
1949 and ultimately taken to Siberia, where he has been 
lodged in cell No. 46 in Yakutusk city. 

An Enquiry Committee was appointed by the Government 
of India in the Ministry of External Affairs in April, 1956. 

The Committee consisted of Shri Shah Nawaz, Shri Suresh Chandra 
Bose(elder brother of Netaji) and Shri S.N. Maitra. Chief—— 
Commissioner, Andaman and Nicobar Islands, The report of this 
Committee which was signed by Shri Shah Nawaz and Shri S.N. 
Maitra was released for publication in September, 1956. The 
Government of India accepted the report. The third member, 
namely, Shri Suresh Chandra Bose neither signed the report 
nor submitted a minute of dissent. After laying a copy of 
this report on the fable of the House on 11.9.1956, the late 
prime Minister made a statement in the Lok Sabha in which ho 
said inter alia that Government felt that the evidence 


adduced in the report was practically overwhelming and 
should be accepted. The conclusion reached by the Enquiry 
Committee was that Netaji met his death as a result of an 
air crash at Taihoku air-field in Formosa on August 18, 1945 
and his ashes are now at Kenkcji Temple in Tokyo. 

Certain elements, particularly in <est Bengal and 




especially some, ....... 2 


\ 


\ 


f 
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especiallj so.‘S . v bej^i of the Urtaji's family, hs®e t»een 

'v „ 

maintaining that Netaji alive f The Government's position 
has already been made clear in the Parliament on a few 
occasions in answers to question and supplement arises. In answer 
to the Unstarred Lok Sabha Question No. 743 on 7th Way, 1962, 
the late prime Minister and Minister tor External Affairs had 
stated: "The Netaji Enquiry Committee aft7 r examining aliS the 
evidence, had presented a majority report which established V 

V 

that Netaji had died in an air-accident. The bltsic co \S 

reached by the Committee have never been seriously J 
Government are satisfied that there is no justif icativ. 
the basis of available facts for the holding of a further 
enquiry into the question". 

Again on March 29, 1965 while answering supplementary 
on the Lok Sabha Starred Question No. 623, regarding the 
suspicion of some people that the Shalmari Ashram Sanyasi 
was Nefcaji, the prime Minister stated:"! am very sorry this 
matter is repeated again and again and these questions are 
put in this House", 

Regarding the specific point whether Netaji SUbhas 
Chandra Bose is a prisoner i n the Yakutus k Jail , Siberia 
in Russia, it may be stated that the Government have no 
information on this, nor do the Government propose to hold 
an enquiry in the matter. Moreover, the information is also 
available in published documents viz. Netaji Enqurty 
Committee Report and Parliamentary dfbates, etc. 
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